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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is in response to the amendment filed February 14, 2005. 

2. Claims 1-41 have been cancelled and new claims 42-53 have been added. 

3. Claims 42-53 have been examined and are pending with this action. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

4. Claims 46, 48, 49, 51, and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 
subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 46, 48, 49, 51, and 53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second 
paragraph, as being indefinite in that it fails to point out what is included or excluded by 
the claim language. This claim is an omnibus type claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
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the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 42-53 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Shaffer et al. (US 6,490,614) in view of Reele et al. (US 5,619,257). 
INDEPENDENT: 

As per claim 42, Shaffer teaches a method of modifying on a server an order of 
audio/video messages created by respective users at respective workstations, the 
method comprising: 

(a) creating a first audio/video message on a first workstation at a first time (see 
col. 6, lines 19-24: "one employee may have generated... multimedia message"); 

(b) transferring a copy of the first audio/video message to the server (see col.4, 
lines 62-65 and col. 5, lines 32-33: "The change is then submitted to a moderator"); 

(c) storing the first audio/video message on the server (see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : 
"general storage area and as scratch-pad memory, and can also be used to store input 
data and processed data"); 

(d) creating at least a second audio/video message on a second workstation at a 
second time later than the first time (see col.6, lines 19-24: "while another employee 
may have generated... multimedia message"); 

(e) transferring a copy of the at least second audio/video message to the server 
(see col.4, lines 62-65 and col. 5, lines 32-33: "The change is then submitted to a 
moderator"); and 
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(g) storing on the server the first audio/video message and the at least second 
audio/video message (see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : "general storage area and as scratch-pad 
memory, and can also be used to store input data and processed data"). 

Shaffer does not explicitly teach (f) placing and storing the at least second 
audio/video message on the server in a temporally independent pseudo-chronology 
relative to the first audio/video message determined by a user of the second 
workstation. 

Reele teaches (f) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message 
on the server in a temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first 
audio/video message determined by a user of the second workstation (see col.4, lines 
22-29). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Shaffer in view of Reele by implementing 
(f) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message on the server in a 
temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first audio/video message 
determined by a user of the second workstation. One would be motivated to do so 
because absent functionality of improvement, the subjective nature of how and where or 
in what order data is stored does not render the invention novel. 

As per claim 45, Shaffer teaches a method of modifying a sequence of 
audio/video messages stored on a workstation, the method comprising: 

(a) creating on the workstation at a first time a first audio/video message (see 
col. 6, lines 19-24: "one employee may have generated..."); 
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(b) storing the first audio/video message on the workstation (see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : 
"general storage area and as scratch-pad memory, and can also be used to store input 
data and processed data"); 

(c) creating on the workstation at a second time later than the first time at least a 
second audio/video message(see col. 6, lines 19-24: "while another employee may have 
generated... multimedia message"); and 

(e) storing the first audio/video message and the at least second audio/video 
message on the workstation (see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : "general storage area and as 
scratch-pad memory, and can also be used to store input data and processed data"). 

Shaffer does not explicitly teach (d) placing and storing the at least second 
audio/video message on the workstation in a temporally independent pseudo- 
chronology relative to the first audio/video message determined by a user of the 
workstation. 

Reele teaches (d) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message 
on the server in a temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first 
audio/video message determined by a user of the second workstation (see col.4, lines 
22-29). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Shaffer in view of Reele by implementing 
(d) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message on the server in a 
temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first audio/video message 
determined by a user of the second workstation. One would be motivated to do so 
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because absent functionality of improvement, the subjective nature of how and where or 
in what order data is stored does not render the invention novel. 

As per claim 50, Shaffer teaches a method of modifying a sequence of 
audio/video messages stored on a workstation, the method comprising: 

(a) receiving on the workstation at a first time at least one audio/video message 
from a server (see col. 6, lines 29-30: "A sender, such as a group secretary, sends the 
original multimedia message"); 

(b) creating on the workstation at a second time later than the first time at least a 
second audio/video message (see col. 6, lines 19-24: "while another employee may 
have generated... multimedia message"); and 

(d) storing the at least one audio/video message and the at least second 
audio/video message on the workstation (see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : "general storage area 
and as scratch-pad memory, and can also be used to store input data and processed 
data"). 

Shaffer does not explicitly teach (c) placing and storing the at least second 
audio/video message on the workstation in a temporally independent pseudo- 
chronology relative to the at least first audio/video message determined by a user of the 
workstation. 

Reele teaches (c) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message 
on the server in a temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first 
audio/video message determined by a user of the second workstation (see col.4, lines 
22-29). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Shaffer in view of Reele by implementing 
(c) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message on the server in a 
temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first audio/video message 
determined by a user of the second workstation. One would be motivated to do so 
because absent functionality of improvement, the subjective nature of how and where or 
in what order data is stored does not render the invention novel. 

As per claim 52, Shaffer teaches a method of modifying a sequence of 
audio/video messages stored on a workstation, the method comprising: 

(a) receiving on the workstation at a first time a plurality of audio/video messages 
in a first chronology from a server (see col.6, lines 29-30: "A sender, such as a group 
secretary, sends the original multimedia message"); 

(b) creating on the workstation at a second time later than the first time at least a 
second audio/video message (see col.6, lines 19-24: "while another employee may 
have generated... multimedia message"); and 

(d) storing on the workstation the second audio/video messages formed in (c) 
(see col. 3, lines 8-1 1 : "general storage area and as scratch-pad memory, and can also 
be used to store input data and processed data"). 

Shaffer does not explicitly teach (c) placing and storing the at least second 
audio/video message on the workstation in a sequence relative to the plurality of 
audio/video messages determined by a user of the workstation to form a second 
temporally independent pseudo-chronology. 
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Reele teaches (c) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message 
on the server in a temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first 
audio/video message determined by a user of the second workstation (see col.4, lines 
22-29). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify the system of Shaffer in view of Reele by implementing 
(c) placing and storing the at least second audio/video message on the server in a 
temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to the first audio/video message 
determined by a user of the second workstation. One would be motivated to do so 
because absent functionality of improvement, the subjective nature of how and where or 
in what order data is stored does not render the invention novel. 

DEPENDENT: 

As per claims 43, 44, and 47, which respectively depend on claims 42, 42, and 
45, Shaffer and Reele teach further comprising: 

creating a plurality of additional respective (a third) audio/video messages on the 
first workstation or on the second workstation or on respective additional (a third) 
workstations at respective times later than at least the first time; 

transferring a copy of selected ones of the plurality of additional respective (third) 
audio/video messages to the server; 

placing the transferred selected additional respective (third) audio/video 
messages in at least a second temporally independent pseudo-chronology relative to 
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the first audio/video message and the at least second audio/video message determined 
by respective users of the first workstation or of the second workstation or of the 
respective additional (third) workstations; and 

storing on the server the first audio/video message, the at least second 
audio/video message, and the selected additional respective (third) audio/video 
messages in the at least second temporally independent pseudo-chronology (see 
independent claim rejections above: repeating steps previously taught does not render 
the invention novel). 

As per claims 46, 48, 51, and 53, which respectively depend on claims 45, 47, 
50, and 52, Shaffer further teaches wherein the placing of the at least second 
audio/video message is performed substantially concurrently with its creation. 

As per claim 49, which depends on claim 47, Shaffer further teaches wherein the 
replacing of an earlier respective temporally independent pseudo-chronology with a 
later respective temporally independent pseudo-chronology is performed substantially 
concurrently with the storing on the workstation of each respective temporally 
independent pseudo-chronology (see claim 46, 48, 51 , and 53 rejection above). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 42-53 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

The limitations of new claims 42-53 are explicitly taught by Shaffer et al. (US 
6,490,614) in view of Reele et al. (US 5,619,257). 
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Conclusion 

7. For the reasons above, claims 42-53 have been rejected and remain pending. 

8. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See M PEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL Y. WON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-3993. The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th: 10AM-8PM. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Saleh Najjar can be reached on 571-272-4006. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



/Michael Won/ 
Primary Examiner 
March 17, 2008 



